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RESPONSE TO ELECTION/RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

In response to the Restriction Requirement set forth in the Office Action dated June 
15, 2005, Applicant elects to proceed with the claims of Group I, that is, Claims 1-14. This 
election is made with traverse for the reasons that the Examiner has not set forth a prima facie 
requirement for restriction of Claims 1-24 into two groups. 
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Applicant respectfully traverses this restriction requirement. The Office Action states 
that "the method can be used to make an apparatus including a third substrate as in Claim 17, 
which is a materially difTerent product than the apparatus of invention 1," but this is incorrect. 
The Office Action defines "invention 1" to be Claims 1-14, which includes Claim 3. Claim 3 
recites the additional limitation of a third substrate, just as with Claim 17. Further, the 
statement in the Office Action, even if correct, would be insufficient to justify restriction 
because the M.P.E.P. requires at both (i) that the process as claimed can be used to make a 
materially different product, which the Office Action asserts, although incorrectly, and (ii) 
that the process as claimed is not an obvious process of making the product, on which the 
Office Action did not opine. 

Thus, the restriction is improper because the Office Action (i) does not contend that 
the process as claimed is not an obvious process of making the product, which is required, 
and (ii) contends that a product that includes a third substrate is materially different fi-om the 
product that includes a third substrate, which is clearly incorrect. Further, a comparison of 
the two identified sets of claims should reveal that it would not be unduly burdensome for the 
Examiner to search both sets at the same time. Reconsideration and favorable action are 
requested. 
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Applicant believes that no fee is due. However, the Commissioner is hereby 
authorized to charge any fees required by this paper to Deposit Account No. 02-0384 of 
Baker Botts L.L.P. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BAKER BOTTS L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Applicants 
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